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Christopher Hughey, Esquire '
Clrist ghey, Es OFFICE OF GENERAL
Actin Gmﬂmecﬁm Commisgi COUNSEL -
999 E Street, NW -
Washington, DC 20463
Re: Unknown Political Committee MUR # éZZ q
Dear Mr. Hughey:

Pursmnt to 2 USC § 437g(a)(1) and 11 CFR § 111.4, please accept this letter as a
Complaint against Unknown Political Committee (“the Committee™) for operating in
violatian of the Federal Election Cantipaign Act of 1971, as amended: (tha “Aat™), tnd
Federal Eloctian Commission (“FEC” ar “Cammissian”™) regulatians, and more
speaifically, for violation of the disclaimer provisions for political advertising set forth in
11 CFR § 110.11 and the coordination provisions set forth in 11 CFR § 109.21.

Facts

The Committee is an unknown entity who sent several mail pieces (enclosed) to voters in
Alabama’s 2™ Congressional District within a week of the November 2, 2010, general
election. The mail piece(s) featured a photograph of and attacked Martha Roby, a
candidate for the 1).S. House of Reprossmatives for Alnbama’s 2™ Congrassienal District
(“Mailers”). The Minilers comninod o return achiress or disclainmar. The only sidentifying
mark on the Mailers is indicinum which reads “PRSRT STD U.S. POSTAGE PAID WC
MLG 10314.”

Additionally, several automated calls expressly advocating against Martha Robywcre
sent to voters in the district lacking the proper disclaimer.

Martha Roby is challenging Bobby Bright, the incumbent Representative for Alabama’s
2" Congmaeional District. :

Relevant Law

Communications made by a political committee, specifically, electronic mail of more
than 500 substantially similar communications sent by a political committee, must
display a disclaimer. 11 CFR § 110.11(a)(1).

If a public communication is paid for and authorized by a candidate, an authorized
committee of a candidate, or an agemnt of eithm, the disulaimeer must clenrly statd that the:
comimunicatipn has beaa paid for by the avtismired politieal committee. 11 CRR §
110.11(b)(1). ¥ a pubdic cammmnication iz not axthorized by a candidate, authorized
committee of a candidate, or an agent of either of the foregoing, the disclaimer must
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clearly state the full name and permanent street address, telephone number or World
Wide Web address of the parson who paid for the communication, gl that thiat
communication is nut aisthorized by ety eamdidute or camdiate’s comdyinee, 11 CFR §
110.11(bj{3).

All disclaimers must be “clear and conspicuous”™. 11 CFR § 110.11(c)(1). In addition,
discleimers on printed materials must be of snfficient type aize to be clearly readable, set
aside in a box, and printed with a reasonable degree of color contrast between the
background and the printed statement. 11 CFR § 110.11(c)(2).

A payment for a coordinated communication made for the purpose of influencing a
Federal election is an in-kind contribution to the candidate or authorized committee with
whom or which it was coordinated. 11 CFR § 109.21(b)X2). k-kimi cantribations, lihe
othur coutribistions, are subject tv federal contrituion timits. 2 USC § 441a(a), 11 CFR
Part 110.

A coordinated communication is a communication that satisfies a three pronged test.

This test considers (1) the source of payment (“the payment prong™), (2) the subject
matter of the communication (“the cantent prong”) and (3) the interaction between the
person paying for the communication and the candidate or political party committee (“the
conduct prong™). 11 CFR § 109.21(a).

A puyrmont for a coerdlnat«d communication mude fbs the purpose of influcacing a
Feduoral electiun is an in-kind contribution 1o the candidate or authorized committee with
whom or which it was coordinated. 11 CFR § 109.21(b)(2). In-kind contributions, like
other ennsributions, are subjeet to. fedomal centribiation bamits. 2 USC § 441a.

Leral Analysis

The identity of the Committee is absolutely unknown. Since the identity of the
Committee is unknown, there is no way to determine if the Committee has properly
reported the expenditure that is has made for the Mailers or if the Committee has
coordinated with Bobby Bright’s campaign. Furthermore, it is impossible to tell if a
illegal contritsutivn has boen mudv to Bobby Bright’s campaign. What is lmown is timt
the Cammmittte sent the Mavlers, atiackitng Morthn Roity, with na refurn acaimms on
disslainmr. This Msélors casteinly mssists Bobby Rright’s camprign sommiittee and the
mere fart that the Committee has not identified itself supports the cenrlusion that the
Committee has something to hide.

Conclusion

Upon information and belief, and based upon the facts relsyed herein, Unknown Political
Committee has violsted the Federl Eloction Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and
Federal Election Commission Regulations. Accordingly, we respectfully request that the
Commission conduct an immediate investigation info the violations outlined above and
impose the maximum penalty under law.
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The foregoing is correct and accurate to the best of my knowledge, information and

belief.
Respectfully submitted,
Joel P. Williams

Dothan, AL 36305

Sworn to and subscribed before me this jf day of November, 2010.

L] . .

Notary Publi |
My Commission Expires: & - {9-<20 /1
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~ Martha Roby has criticized
Fund” spending,

but as a Montgomery City Council
Member, she spent $660,000 of
taxpayer money over three years-
on whatever she wanted!” Does
that sound like the right way fo
reduce viasteful spending?

(354) 239-6660
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